APPENDIX D

. Hydroé:lectric Power Potential

" of the

Gha‘t‘;too‘ga‘ Rivézr Basm
" Blectric power loads in the Southeast are doubl:mg every 8 to 10

ye_ars._ The. 1oads a.re supplied suhstant:.al_y by power from staam—electr:.c
generating pla.t;ts, but ’r.he peak pertions are supplied mostly from hydra—
eleqtric plants. Both complement each. other to furnish the most econom:mal

o ly availabié. The potential for future hydroelectr:.c supp]y, hﬁW&VﬁI‘v
- in rela'b:.on to the total load, is d:m;.m.shlng, and it is becom:!.ng harder
' and harder to find good sites for developmen'b of the type of power which
" can be utilized in the peak por‘hlons of the load. Based. on prel:mnary
‘.stud:.es, potentlal 51tes for hydroelectrlc power 111 the Ghat‘boosa River
basin appea.r i‘easz.ble for develo;ment. and warrant. a.dd::.tlcnal st.ud;y’. Power
frc:m the potential Chattooga Rlv;ar basin pro;;ects ;:ould supply pe.rts of

g the peak portions of the future additiomal power requirements. |

Fotential Hydroelééf‘ric s'ites |
Several comblnatlons of converrt.:l.ona.l and pmnped—storage hydroelectrlc |
B pro.]ects in the Chattooga Rwer basin could supply 1,800, 000 lcilcmr&ttso
DE:pend:mg @on add:.'hlonal stud:.es, msta]_led capac:.ty may possin]y be
J.ncraased to as much as 3,000 OOO k:.lowat’c.s.. Table 1 shows mforma‘blon :
| far several Iqrdroalectrlc pro;ects and d.lfi‘ererrt development sahemeS--
The Cashiers prc:ject would. be & pure pmnped—storage :mstalla.t:.on.-

~ The a.ft.erbay dam and reservoir af 550 acres would be 1ocated on the

137




........... Lt
T ¥

s+ e e Rey

.:n__uzﬁ_»:_ [PuelUDAYGS ..s: Eom_ ?.E_ ...a;uho:aa u:aanzzg 1
o rdoyblinisup [DUSUIAULGY MY WL pus uorisiIntuab n:o:::ccu nh_._m uo posng sBinzols ﬂom&:g A WelLl
uctn:o:a_a $NoAULUDY sy g uo ‘pasng ...o:a"_unw:_ ML
. ..3:?8:»& n:o..:;cnu sy g o pasny uopn{orYu) My WL -
.3._ EE_. .:unu 0} _uuaaahu:_ aq 3:3 .Eu 6) peanpas §t _E:Eu:uu 2..0:...::3 sy G] uo PosBg Mol FR| RIS MY WOSS
t Oﬂnn 4 AL o _oon somod E:E_xuf 29@- :\:o?....E_u ._.un_ouo.,— tSh 2 uMCpMmDED ._aun._uad.
dRALY ._Ba..._.o:__..... ol Asmyhqpy 3au) A2IBMINYM S[HN Vo pamie) ag {|)m Apgorog
ca.uum pooj Eac_._n s oL wo vaaun.

n

e

Ay S..__{n 30 YIS0 9g PIAGI RIDWLN

3 L e et 1t L e

r_m uo patugy uaa._o: ?umE:m o Eamﬁ.

.

a:ém%mama

.-o.ﬂ:.u

weez /8. woot | B9 .|  wor ot oozt o9Et | 0°85T e ﬁag:}u woyog PUDS yuM
‘wzog |/I . WoEL T BYE wor ot cog1} ovei | owsr . 6 Ea:.:_u piog s0nBoy Yigm
_ - A . | B o XI3UD WAS5040
ween | 9 wWwi aed . Wosl +}/ oo8ss oreL . c..nn- ] FAYIN nuao:uau paog -uamnx o} o.,.__u..:u:u,
o B S o . o R WO11l00 ONYS
woza |/ wWwi .| - 09€ worl ST o08s 0091 | 0'€6l - ¢*11 [oBaoumy> ayod s2N00U
wzer (/7. Woss | . ors ws'oL |€ sv os¥ 098% . | ¥'TL . {Z é°9p |pflacimys) SHTIHSYD
oumws | Ay b 3oV . sy ECTI FR L
Cpoaauag| L poey Apdodes| umapmoig , AB)3 004 ’
, |aauwy Apsoden z0moy L.LYLIT [RII) |, semeg neay| W
) ‘.umo._v..& pejjoisu] s1619| Jomog| wnunxow nary | wiwgxoy | eBouipig SORIHE AvALY . .
" NOILVIIVISNI ¥IMOJ H10AY3SAT wva BWYN - Lo3rou

-

T
o

s130}01d om0y ".:,;.uu_no._?f ﬂu_‘Ew.om.
z_mn_:m HIALY 4000hh¢IU
1 m.ﬂmd_.._. ,




Whitewater Greek, a tr:.‘oubary to the Wh:.tewater River in ’ohe Keowee River -
: basm. 'l‘he small forebay reservoir would have an ngmﬁcanb eﬁ'ect

3 A upon the wa’c.er flows in the Wh:..tewa‘ber R:Lver. An installed capac::.ty of

- o 550,000 k:.lowatts is based on 15 hours of contlnuous gensrat.:.un, and may Co

K W increased to sbout 1, 000,000 iilowatts if the t:une of cont:inucus

8 generation is reduced to elght hours. Selection of t.he mt.a.al amount of

3 L installed’ capaclty w:.ll depend upon add:.tlonal economn.c studles and what .

3 can be utilizéd in the load.

| " The Rogues Ford or Sand Bobtom project would be a pumped-ﬁ_tpfag&
E irxstaiiation; Tﬁe dsun sites for these potential prdjects-are fairly near -
_ leéch other and substaxxtlauy the same stretch of £he_ ri#e;x'._wduld bé 7 | v -
¥ developed by either project. Consﬁru&t-ionj of ﬁogues Ford. or Sand'Bottcxﬁ,
3 " as shown in Table 1, will eliminate the other project as well as the
{ Warwoman project shown in the U. S. Study Com:l.ssz.on plan, The installed |
' _ capacity &t Send Bottom may be increased to as much as 2 Q00, 000 hlowatta,
dEPEndlng upon stream charmel lim:.tat:.ons, w::.th a drawdmm of abonrb 25
' feet at the Opossm Creek reservoir.. ' ‘
T he mamum—eﬂtlcal period drawdown is 25 feet for Rogues Ford and
, '_ 20 fee'b for Sand Bottom. ‘ Drawdowns dur:l.ng the recreatmnal season for
| e:.ther pro.]ect dxmmg normal per:.ods of operat.:.on are, however, expecteci
"'to range between 5 and 10 feat. The reservon.r sm-face for elther project
wlll be abou'b 5, 800 acres. | | | '
- “The. Opossum Creek progéct would be a combiﬁéd ﬁumpéd%t&ragé and -
.convént‘ional' kﬁ'droelactz_'ié‘ installation. ~ Opossum Creék will provids .
' afterbay storage 'fbr_‘e:it__hei- Rogues Ford or Sand Bottom. The spall amount
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- .of afterbay storage needed for Opossum Cré:_ek will be provided by the

", existing Tugalo lvdroelectric pr'oject-; "I‘he Opossum Creck dam site is‘

located about one mile: downstream from the Camp Greek dam s:.te wh:.ch was

L mcluded in ‘the U. S. Study Commission pla.ﬁ 'I'he height of the dam pcro—
- posed for the Opossum Greek pro;;ect would :-..nundate the Camp Creek dam
. gite and. the reservonr area will be 1, 000 or 3 200 acres depend:.ng upon.
_'_whether Rogues Ford or Sand Botton is bu:.}.t. |

" Beonomic Evaluations of Profechs

Cost.s and benefits of hydroelectm.c power only have been cons:.dered
in ’c.hls preliminary s.nalys:a.s even though benefits f‘rom other water uses

would also be realz.zed. Consn.derable oppo:-tunltles for recreat.mn, wa.ter

'coo_:r.ng, end other ptu'peses would be provided but have not. been cousldered

in this prellm:_naxy analys:ts.

The mesbment cost for hydroelectrlc davelopnent in the Gha'btoog&

_River basin t.hat would prov:.de nea.rly two m:r.ll:.on k:.lowatts of ins'ha.lled

capac:xty is est:uuated to range from about $316 t.o $353 million, exclud:l.ng

- . transm:.ssmn eosts. The :anesbment wou.ld vary somewhat dependzng upcn
‘bhe schema of develﬂpment s&lectecl. ‘

‘Even 'bhough ot.her beneflts would be rea.lizad from water st.orage

- _ '-projects, developnent. or the Chat.tQOga River bas:.n fcr hydroelectr:.c
- pmer on]y appears feasn.ble. The assmnptmns used :m evaluat:.ng the

pot.en‘c.ial projects are as :I‘.‘ollows-

(1) A interest- rate of 1;-7/3 percent which is the current
- rate designated to be used in plan i‘cmulatmn by

Federe.l agenc:.es. o




(2) A lOD—yeax- pern.od of analys:.s. _
{3) A pt.mp:.ng energy cost of 3.5 m:.lls per !mlowatt—-hour.
7 (4) Power. values of $19.1;5 annua].‘!.y per hlow_att o_f '

caﬁacity and 2.55‘ mills per mowatt-hour"or energy.

.Based on the above assmnptlons, the annual equivalent cost. would

“range ﬁ-om aboit szs 9 to $31.5 miliion, dependlng upon the development
";1 plan selectad and the’ annual eqxuvalexrb benef:.t i‘rom mrdroelectr:.c '

2 pavfer only would range from a.bout $38 7 to $Z+O.2 mlllon.

' Future Need for Ele.ctr:l.c POWer :

'Ihe Ls.rge :.ntercannected power regmns of the Umted States ere sub-
_ " =electr1c facilities. . The Southeast Reg:.on, Fedﬁral Power Ccrmnussmn .
) ZL; . The power supply area.s a.re usuauy associated w:d;h the, i‘ollowmg

South Ca.rol:.na. 22 with Alabama, 23 with Georg:.a, and 24 w:.th Florida.
The -Southsast Regmn has an area of about 355 000 square mles.

o Ths Chat‘c.ooga. R:.ver basm lles }.argely in norhheastern G30rgia md
nnrtlmestern South Carolina. w1th the headwsters near Cashiers, North =
' : Carol:na. The 268—-3quare m:n.le dra:mage ares encomp&saes porbions of .
iner Supply Areas 20, 21 and 23. Electr:.clty generated at poterrh:.al
PrOJects J.n the Chattooga Rlver basin would probably be used prmamly

in Power Supply Areas 21 and. 23, however, e:usting and fu‘oure inter-

ment throughout the Southeast Reglon.

, . .
T et bt 8 e b b a

‘dlnded :mto power supply areas embracing mberconnected dnd co-ord:.mted_ l
i
._statistzcal Reg:.on III, emompasses Power Supply Areas 18, and 20 through _

states: 18 w::.th Vlrgmia, 20 with Tennessae, 21 m.th North Carol:ma and

. eunnectmg transmsslon grids would perm:.’c- usmg the energy by displace—-

e




The Southeest Regmn, with a p0pulat10n more than 30 million, had

T oa comcldental pealc demand of. 38 987 megawatts in 1967. By 1990 the .
peak demand is expected 'bo be abou’t. 210, AOO megawatts which a.s nearly
.:"51;.0 percent of the 1967 demand. or &n average amual :anreeae ‘of about
' 7.6 pereexrt «Generat:.ng capacrby add:,t:».ons of ahout 193,500 megawatts,
.:.nclud:.ng reserve capaclty, are contemplated to meet t.he amma.l peak .
- load for- 1990. Large foss:x.l-f:.red and nuclear steam—generat:mg pla.nts :

are included in ’r,he projected capaclty ad.dlt:.ons for base 1oad operatlons,'

| end convent:.onal hydroelectr:.c and pumped—storage mstanat:.ons are -
'-usual]y best sulted for peakang purpOses. Steam—generat:ng plants and
lvdroelectrlc plarrbs complemerxt. each ohher :.n meeting system demands.
; Currerrtly in the Southeast ahout 82 percent. af the 'botal capec:.ty is. |
‘."pronded at base 1oad pla.trte and 18 percent at. peak:mg plants. By
; 1990 however, 't.he percentagee that Wlll best f:a.t the load requ:remerrts ,
WAy VaEry from 88 to 90 perceut base load capacity and from 10 §o 12

o percen’c. pealn.ng capaclty.

Po‘herrhlal Iig_oelectrlc Projects on Other R:Lvers

N Federal hydroelec‘br:.c projects cun-ezrl:.ly under ccnst.ruction in

- , Regmn III will provn.de 715,000 k:l.lnwatts of :msta.lled capac:Lty. . F:we

' ' _other Federally—authorlzed progects on wh:n.ch construct:.on has not. been L
) mt:.ated ’mrb may be completed by 1950 w:.]_'!. pronde 669, 000 k::.lewatts. |
‘-Non-Federal lvdroeleetr:\.c facll:.'b:.es cm-rently under . constructicn and o
| those being consn.dered that nay ‘be cons‘tructed ’by 1990 would prov:.d.e |

‘ancther 3,559,000 kilowatts of installed ca.pac_i'by.




T

-l" -. Add:.tmnal Installatz.ons Needed by 1990 for Pealcmg Purposes
l Assmz.ng the porblon of the loa.d that is adaptable to }vdroelectr:.c ‘
- supply 1s abouﬁ 11 percent in 1990, a total of more ‘bhan 1L mllllon k:l.lowarbts
- oi’ additional capacl’c.y W:LJ_‘L be needed in Reg:.on III at pealc:mg capacity
mstallatlons. Nearly f:we mll;mn kilowatts of mstal.‘lﬁd capacn:by are
_ ' currently under constmctlon or’ are belng cons:x.dered gt ‘both Federal and ‘
' nonuFade;al hydroelectrn.c pro;lents oui:.sn.de the Chattmga R:.ver basin and
"% in areas where topograph:.c conditions are not favorable for hydroelectr:.c

4 " developments a tota..l of about three million hlowatts of add:l.t:.onal peak:.ng
: 3 capacity may be prcrnded by gas turbmes. Those capac::.tles added to the

:":7 nearly ‘two mll:.on lnlowatt.s proposed i‘or the Chattooga Rlver basin would:
‘ -£ f still leave a need for over four m:lllon k:x.lowatts of mstaued ca.pac:l.ty
that is adaptable to supply from }qrdroelectric develoments. Th:La mdicatas
tha’f:. all of the I'!ydroelectrlc projects currently be:Lng ccns:a.dered and 'l:.h.e
pote.-nt:.al hydroelectmc dﬁvelopment of the Chattooga BJ.‘Ver basm could be_ _

ut:.hzed by' 1990. .

Dlscussmn and Conelusions -

Convent:.onal l'grdroelectr:.c and pumped—-storage develoments are becoming

8 mcreaamgi:y important. . as sources of peak:mg capacity. A prerequisite, how-" "

- ever, for pumped.—storage developnents is the ava:labﬂity of eneTgy at lcm
mcremerrbal cust. for the pmp:mg cycle. Pea}nng capac:1ty- is generany '
understood to mean that parb of a system 5 generatmg eqtnpmerrt wh:x.ch is

. operated intermittently for. shor't per:.ods of time dur:.ng the hours of

" highest da:.ly, week].y or seasonal k:.lawatt demand. Whe’cher the ma:u.mum .

peal-: demand of a sys'hem lasts for a few mimtes or a few h.om-s, generat:.né
capacity must be ava:.labla for su‘pply‘lng ‘the damand at, the mcment; it

; develqps. ‘
\ 143 -
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: Cdﬁventiéﬁal h&droeléctric and Wd-ﬂorage projects have .ma.ny .
'f.avorable characrbenst:.cs which prov:.de strong :.ncen’c.lves for develop—
1ng pctentlal water power 51'bes. They ultilize a renewable resmm:e,

' t.hey da not ‘have. s:\.gm.flcant. thermal effects upon the water resource or
: contr:.‘uu‘c.e to &ir pollut:x,on, end they are very rel:.able in operation. _
. Because of their ab:.hty to sta'r"b qu.lckly and make rapm changes in power
‘- ‘output, t.hey are partlcularly well adap‘bed for serv:.ng peak loads. and
for assmtlng in the supply of Splnning reserve. In meny cases, d.evelop-

. ment of hydroelectnc pro,]acts prov:Ldes assoclated beneflts such as

o recreat‘.'.on, wa'ber for cooZL'Lng purposes, fish enhancement flood comtrol,.

, 'wa.’cer supply, and 1ow flow angmentatmn. Ioad forecasts for electric
utlhty SYStems in Reglon TIT indicate tha-, tha colncldent.al peak .

. _demand mll 1ncrease from 52 960 megawatts in 1970 to 210,&00 megawatts

- _in Reg:.on Iz loca:!:.ed ou'bsa.de ‘the Ghattooga. R:Lver basin. that. are currently

" in 1990 Whlch represents an increase of about 400 percen‘h. -Add:x.ta.onal' )
_ capaclty needed by 1990 for peakmg purposes is expected to, amount to about o

Ll
Tl

-ll; m::JJ.ion kllowatts. Both Federal and ncn—Federal hydroelectnc pro;jects
be:.ng ccns:.dered would pro'u:z.de onily about five million- kllowatts of mstalled ‘f "
'. capacity. - Nearly two m.'L'Lion kilowa.t‘hs of :mata]lad capac:l.‘by, including :
| both' conve:rtmnal hydroelec‘br:.c and pumped—storage ms‘ballations in the
| Chattooga River bas:.n, appear i‘eas:.ble for s:.ngls purpose develoment.. ' 7
This latter ca.pac:::by wculd help maet the need for future pea.k:mg capac:.ty “u‘

‘lu

) -'but it represents orly & minor part of the total Region III needs by 1990.
The rapldly expand:.ng use of eJ,ectra.clty.:Ln the Southsast. is expec‘hed

r»..tc'.,‘".:' a

'!:.o double evenr 8 'l-.o 10 yaars. Th:.s large growth is. a challenge to the

s,




paratmn nr lang—range r:tver ba.sin plans t.ha.t w13l h.smcmize the wat.ar o

%gnrements ror all uses.' Gonatruction of any comb:mation of tha lvdroq

,f,retch of the river tha‘b could be consz.dared far other purposas.
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_APPENDIX E
" FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION |
- REGIDNAL OFFICE .
T30 Peachtree Bullding

- Atlanta, Georgia 30308
. March 13, 1970

. Mr. T. A, Schlgpfer.- .

- Regional Forester

. . Forest Service :

T ‘ U 8. Department of Agriculture

S I - . guite 800, 1720 Peachtree Road, N. E.
AL atlate, Ceorgia 30309 - ‘

‘ Ix?-ﬂr Mr' schlaneI'.

: Yhis refers to the public meeting 'to be held in Clayhcn, Georgla,
] March 17, 1970, to discuss the Chattooga Wild and Scenic River pro-
posal, 'Fhe Atlanta Regional Office of the Federal Pover Commission .

. bas previously submitted a draft report of the hydroelectric poten'tia.l
of the Chettooge River basin which we assume will be made a part of -
the officidl recorded documents and fully considered by the study team
in preparing the final report for the President and Congress. We be-.
lieve, bowever, that it ie appropriate to suhmit an explenatory state-
men-l: fc:r the forthcmg meeting.

- 'In owr draft repart submitted December 8 1969, to 'E:he Regional

Director, Southeast Regionsl Office, Bureau of Outdoor Recrestion, we
briefly described two alternetive plans for developing power potentisl -

. 31 the Chattooge River basin. Each alternative plan involved three .
impoundmepts oo the river. It should be noted, however, that the
Cashiers project located in the upper reaches of the river could be
constructed and operated independently from the other. two iu@otmdments' :

. in each plan '

) The a.fterbay dan for the Ce.shiers proaect would be 1oca'hed about
~_two miles upstream from Norton Mill Creek. The project ss proposed
© . would be & pure pumped-storage installation. After initiaml filling
.’ of the afterbey reservoir, releases Lrdm the impoundment could be
" regulated so that they would be nearly equal to the inflows. Theres
fore, the free flow characteristic of the river would not be neces~ -
gaTily interrupted as reported on page 30 of yowr Chattooga Wild and .
.8cenic River report except for the immdated area of the reservoir. If
the outflows are sdjusted to equal the inflows, only sbout the middle
cne-third part of Section 1 as shown on page 6 would be affected by
 the Cashiers project and the scenic velue of the Corkscrew Falls located
just upsiream from Green Creek would not be sdversely affected. In fact,

. f : .
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© Me. T. A, Sehlapfer . . . t2a-

with adequate storage in the Cashlers reservoir the flows. downstream
may be enhanced. Also, the Silver Slipper Falls, the Chattooga CLiffs,
. and -the most magnificant long-renge view and cascades on the river 7
are located upstream from the headwstbers of the proposed Cashiers im-
-poundment. It appears that the stretch of the river that malkes Sec~
tion 1 sultable only for a scenlce river classification rather than a
wild river classificabion is the part that would be inundated by the
afterbay reservolr of the Cashiers pure pumped-storage installation.

We would like to point out again that the repidly expanding use -

of electricity in the Southeast is expected to double every eight to
10 years and that puped-storage projects are expected to play.an im-~
partant role in providing the necessary peaking capacity to keep shreast
of the demand for -eleciricity. - To classify the entire Chattooga River
a wlld or scenle river would virtually eliminate future development of

- the Cashiers project or any other power poten‘bial on the Cha.ttoaga River,
ei'bhar conventional ox pu::rped atorage

. We do not plan. ‘bo meke an oral statement a.t the Ma.rc:h l"( meeting.

) However, we appreciate the opportunity of expressing ow views con~
cerning the power potential on the Chattooga River, the rapidly ex-
panding demapd for electricity in the Southeast, and the proposal to
elazsify. 'bhe Chattooga & W:!.ld and scenic river.

/» (J\C Mm__,

Hobert €. Pricge
Regional Engineer
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i - APPENDIX F
b ... - - . SATURATION LEVEL - RECREATION USE
i - - | .. CHATTOOGA RIVER :
o ' (Maxlmum use based on 12 hr, DaYS3
i Fleating = - - . - 0 I . PROT*
i . Wild - 38 miles @ 10 craft/Mi & 2 pecple/craft = 760
: Recreation- 10 miles @ 20 craft/Mi & 2 péople/crafé_=‘ 400
] Eiking =~ -~ 50 miles of trail @ 8 pecple/mile =" 400"
% - " .. Hunting -'15;000'acres @ 50 A/hunter , ' = 300 -
'Fishing~ '~ = - 8 fishermen/mile x 60 miles ' = 480
 COMPUTATION OF ALLOWABLE USE
. CHATTOOGA RIVER
'(Maxlmum use based on 12 hr. Days)
wild . 38 miles - {1/2 capaclty per day for each use lOO day seasor
380 floaters, 152 hikers, . 152 fishermen |
38,000 | 15,200 15,200
Wild 3.3 miles — Maximum allowable fishing-(lDO“days}'

26 fishermen
, . 2,600 |
ﬂ:‘Scenic 5 5 mlles - Maximum allowable flshlng & hlklﬁg (100 days)
| | 44 hlkers - 44 fishermen
4,400 a, 400 .

Rgcreatlon 10.1 mlles - (1/2 capaczty per day fcr each use 100 days)

- 200 floaters © . 40 hlkers_ 40 fishermen
20,000, - .4,000 - .. 4,000 °
A 78,000 23,600 . 26,200 -
"Hunting-entire‘area 300 per day @ 60 day Season fv 18,000 Visitor'bég
Prlmltlve Camplng PAOT* i34 x 100 day Seasor . A 13,400

#Pegple at one time. '“_' - . l4g




- -

AR

o

SATURATION LEVEL DETERMINATION

Demand Levels:

Before demand levéls can be studied, the recreation activities compatible
with the wild and sceni¢ environmgnt of the Chattooga River ahould be

established.

Of the twelve possible autivitiea listed beluw, only seven geem cunpatible.

. Canping could be the eighth, but it mpst be clearly defined ag to type

and Ioca:inn befote ‘it can be considered.

The following diagram is used to illustrate how these ac:ivi:ies will

be discussed.

Boating

. Floating = - o B " T Floating:
Kayaking o : : ' ‘rafting
Cangeing -~ . " canoeing
Camping R I .1 . kayaking
Hiking - . . " Compatible
- , S Usges Jp— E
Horgeback riding |- . ' - ~+—hiking & reiated
Driving E _ - . | aectivities: ,
Sight saeing , S - sight seeing -
Nature srudy - g ' . nature study ;
Photography s . photography -
Eonting o : : . hmmting @
?iahing . ; ' ‘ ' fishing

.H:Lki g & Re.lated Aﬂ:tiﬂtieu

Im hiking, a variety of experiences is offered aloug the scenic and primi-

tive areas on the Chattooga. There are some very rough, high and treach—
erous places within the gorge and some less demanding trxails along the -
river banks. E:iating tikfing trails should FETncorporated lauto & master
trail system so that they can be planned and concrnlled. .

'Belnted activities to hiking include narure studies, photography. sight
- seeing, huntiag end fishing. In’ most cases, the hike ls necessary in
~grder to fulfill either one of these activities. Nature study wonld

certainly attract one to the depths of the gorge. S5ight seeing. and

photography can be as extensive as ome's ambition will permit. Huanting,
ou the other hand, will be limited within the boundary of the river be-
cause of the nature of the topography. Few hunters will venture into .

. the gorge becauge the tarrain does not afford chem very many advantagas.
‘Pishing will not have such digadvantages. The wild and rugged enviromment -

helps to create & habitat conducive to good trout productiom. 1z also-

N lﬁlits the number of fishermenuﬂ‘  .

. 149
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- Floazimv

Ploa:inu ﬂctivities which includa rafting, canoeing, and kayaking are

- wery ecapatible uses for the river because these activities csn capitalize

- on vhitewater and scenic .qualities that it possesses. By the nature

of th> activity, little dmmage, in compavison to other compatible activities, -
vill bz anticipated on the very fragile river banks. The quantity amd '
floating gquality of the water will ususlly determine whare these activities
ara ‘aasible.‘ (See ACA Teport on Chattooga River.) ’ ~ :

hongh campiug wuuld normally appeat to be a ccmpatible use on the
Chattooga River, the enviromment within the river boundary may not be
capable of absorbing: the fmpact: and alteration that is so often related
to this activity. Even the wilderness experience type of camping shuuld

- net be permitted within the boundary.

"- There are no discrete ways‘cf preventing hikers and cancers from campiné

" on the river banks. . However, there ate ways to encourage them to cimp
“baeyzcad the boundary. Ome of these ways would . be to provide drinking
water and rough tollets just ountside the boundary. The purpose here is

" to enccurage the weary sportsman to camp unear these comfort facilities.

If thege facilities are not provided, the sportsman is more apt to ran—

.doaly select a caopsite for the night that would be a convenient distance

“to his craft or tréil. Since the river side eaviromment is fragile, this
. would not be the wisest thing for the proponents of g wild and sceanile

river to let happen. Maintaining the primitive qualities of the river
should be the first prioriry in plaﬁning the public uge of the river,

The demand leve4 for these activities is not easy to determinq. Historical
data 8s wz2ll as evidence of the present public interest would be needed in
order to davelop gnything that evgn,resanbled a demand level. :

. Evideace of current interest in recreation acrivity on the Chattocoga has

been shown by several outing clubs and the American Camoeing Asgsociation. .
Data pertaining to the private citizen interested in the activities that -
are compatible vith the wild and scenic river is currently Bot availabla.

Gathering demand dana that would be usable for planning a comprehensiva

_reqreation progrem for the river 15 a task that is 2 separate study in fit-
- self. Presentiy;—daca is not available to speculate on the amount of vater
snd land activities that are or will be in demand on .the Chattooga River. .

In viev of the unavailability of demand data, it would be wisest to plan
the activities on the river according to the capability of the environnent
to absorb the pr0paaed compatible uges. . ‘

Identifying the recreatioq resource and the éétﬁraﬁion levels 6f the pfo—
'pesed recreation activities will be the main determicanta for recreation

planning. Models have been devised to help in identifying satureation=
levels. ' These models show the recreation actiwitiss on a wild and sceanic -
viver in various landscape situations. The landscape situation iz described
as the physical qualities & landscape poszesses i.e., trees, Tock znd
water that permit it to nbaorb use by man with minimal izpact on its total

phyainal quality.
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The very .dense, heavily foliated landscapa away fram the river edge, which
usually becomes less fragile as the distance from the river {ncreases,
had the highest man unse absorbing capacity. ~

Cumbining the landscape situatiou with the type of experience desired by
the recreationer i.e,, the commmning with nature or the challenge of
" nature, sets the stage for saturation levels to be reached not only in

recreation uses on the landscape but also the saturation of the experiemce. L

At what point in a landscape do the number of users at one time beconme
deminant elements within the 1andscape and dettact from the experiecnce
being pursued? B .

Hiking, for example, is a recreation activity which may be: divided into

. two types of experiences: the wilderness type where the hiker desires an

"intimate communal relationship with nature and the challenge type usually
associated with groups like the outing clubs and Boy Scouts. Both of these

experiences have saturation levels, and both are dependent upon the mumbers
of people imvalved and the capability of the landscape to supply che atmoa-

'phere that avokes the. experience.' C .

Ih, far example, a trail through the dense foliaced landscape mentioned
earlisr, became crowded with people secking 2 wildarmess experience, and
hikers could see hikers from other groups, then that incimate communal
feeling would be altered somewhat and possibiy lost. What needs to be
established ther 13 a reasonable distance between hikers or groups of

- hikers so that this intinate quality can be maincained.

" The cha_lenger, on the other hand, often represented in groups is more con-—
cernad with the test of his skill sgainst nature's obastacles than fla ia
with the people around him. Haturally, nis saturaticn level will be
higher than his counterpart. A rTeasonable distance batween groups of
hikers would also apply to his saturation level. The challenger would

not enjoy having to walt to climb a rock precipice or Tun his canoe
through a whitewater rapid.

' Distance is the significant factor then {u determining the number of recre-
ationersg that can be tolerated in a particular experience in a particnlar |
.activity.

For hiking and related activities the distance batween hikers and groups
of hikers is dependent upon the type of axperience desired. The communal

B experience with nature can be maintained at & people per 1/2 mile. This e

is assuming that a hiking trail is layed out in predominately dense
forest cover. More than 4 people would have a tendency to deminate the
trajlgcape and possibly raise the noilse above a desired level. A demsely -
‘covered hiking trail can gereen one group fram another as well as absorb -
their sounds. -

In the'giodp éxperiéncé vhere the ghallenge 1s the objective, the apaciag

- between groups is not as eritical. The distance herz would be based on
' Teasonable hike completion time. : ' S :
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Considering the terrain and the hike experience for both the communal .
hiker and the challenger, 8 people per mile should be the maximum figure
- to Eacilitate both experienCEa.

- Por floating and‘canoeing,,zo eraft per mile in groups from 3-5 allaws
‘for congestion free trip with adequate safety, For a uilderneas experienca,
however, the number ahould be limited to 1o craft. '

Directly related ro this distance factot is the sabsorbing c;pability nf thu i

landscaps., The closed landacape can absorb more people, shortening the
distance between hikera, the open 1andscape absnrbs fever people, lengthen*
© iefy the discance. ;

Since ir would be extremely difficult tn”determine what is toletrahle in
rerms of physeical use of a landscape, standards must be assumed that rate

‘. a cross gectivn of rypical landscapes located within the boundary of the -
Chattuoga Riv:t.. These standarda are ag follows: .

Ftam Least tolerahle to most tolerable, (ratings 1 -5}
River edges to 50 feet'irum river _ 1.

. bpeh.landscapes»fram the ri#ef edgé tbf ) -
‘within 30 feet of the river . 2.

River edges from SO feet to 200 feet A
from the river with moderate vegetatiom = 3.

River sides from 50 feat to 200 feet o A ,
_frqm river with dense vegetation PR

River sides from 200 feet plus. with
‘_moderate o dense vegetation s o A - 8.

Thege assumed standards are only to be used as guides in derermining land-
- scape capabilities. There will always be exceptions to these standards,
-and these when recognized shauld be noted and c0nsidered when planning
-the uses for the river._ . o

If- the experience satnration levels are emn]oyed in regards to number of
people using. the river at one time, the laundscape ghould b= able td absorb
this use with minimal affect. Thege intervretative saturation levels are
valuable in that they are s basis upon which use lavels can uitimgrely be

. determined. If these interpretative levei-~ are in fact arbicrary, they

. .can be tested in the field and a more realistic figure assumed.  An under-’
estimated recreation use capacity permits the planner the fjaxibilicy to
“make the needed ad justments when more accurate demand and sacuration data
is available. :

1;2‘.
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APPENDIX G
' DEVELOPMENT COSTS

First Year

Hiking Tva;l Constructlon 7 mi, @ 5000/mi.

‘Canoe Portages 2 8@ 1800 each

Launching Sites 2 4 5600 each o '

Parking Lots 2 (20 cars each) @ 6600 each

Close and revegetate jeep roads 20 mi., @ BBD/ml.-
Replan Burrells Ford Recreatlon Area

' Second Year ..

cOmpleﬁe Burrells Ford Recreation Area (Dev. Scale
Hiking Trail Construction .7 mis. @ .5000/mi.

Close and revegetate jeep roads 10 mis. @ BSO/ml.

Parking Lots 2 (40 cars) R 6600 each
Launch Sitas 2 @ 5600 each
Access Trail 0.5 mi. @ SOOO/ml.

Third Year

Hiking Trail Construction 7 mi. € 5000/mi.
Campsite 2 (24 PAOT) & 560/PAOT :
Parking Lots 2 (40 cars) & 5600 each
Lavnch Sites 2 @ 5600 aach

Access Trail Q. 4 mi. (2 each) @ SOOU/ml.
Access Road 1 mi. @ 37 800/mi. ’

Feurth Year

Hiking Trall Constructlon 7 mi. @ 5000/m1.
Access Trail 0.8 mi. (1 trail) @ 5000/m1.
Cance Portage 4 @ 1800 each 7 : '
Campsites 3 {24 PACT) @ SGO/PAOT

Launch Site 1 @ 5600 each

Parking Lot 1 (30 cars) € 9800 each
Parking Lot 1. {15 cars) @ 6000 each.:

159
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$§ 35,000

3,600
111,200
13,200
19,600
9,800

257,400

35,000
35,000
9,800
13,200
"11,200

2,500

§106,700

35,000
13,440
13,200
11,200
2,000
37,800
EiIi‘?E"

35,000
4,000
7,200

-13,440
5,600
9,800
6,000

-E'EITG{E )
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Flfth Year

lklng Tra11 Construction 7 mi. @ SOOO/ml."

‘Canoce . Portage 2 € 1800 each
 Launch Site 1 @ 5600 each

Access Trail 0.5 mi. @ 5000/m1.

Campsite I (8 PAOT) @ 560/PAOT -

Parking Lot 1 (20 cars) @ 9800 each ,

Remove old buildings. and clean up sites near
nghwav 28 crossing .

' TOTAL FIVE YEAR PROGRAM

After Flf h Year .

Put Power Line Uﬁderground '
~ Erosioen Control - Grimshawesg and West Fork . :
- Remove 2 wooden bridges and 2 steel bridge frames-

Screen Culvart on Overflow Road

‘Remove 0old read at 76 Bridge

Remove tanks and machinery on West Fork

" Remove buildings around Highway 28 -

Remove Burrells Ford and Bullpen Brldges

_ Hiking Trail Construction, 19 mi, @ 5009/ml- '

160

35,000
3,600 -
© 5,600 -

2,500

4,480
9,800

18,900
S 79,880

5464 ,860 -

2,800
3,780
28,700

- 1,400
7,000
1,400
14,000
187,000
95,000

| §343,080
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OPERATION COSTS

2n&'.

Sth

' 103,600

1w

ist  3rd 4th ,
¥ear Year . Year . Year Year
_'Supetvision of - L S
Recreation Use - - 21}900 28,000 '35'000. 35,000 35,0040
. Cleanup of Dev-~ . | B o S
‘eloped Sites . .. 21,000 28,000 35,000° 42,000 43,000
' Cleanup of River R SR ’
and River Area | . 8,400 _9,800 -llLZOD 14,0Q0 16,800
Maintenance of Recrea- ' ‘ . ‘ C
_tion Developments 8,400  ..8,400 25,200 28,000 35,000
- Maintenance of Trails 7,000 11,200 14,000 18,200 21,000 =
_ Search & Rescue 2,800 4,200 5,600 5,600 7,000
Visitor,Infofmaﬁibn ) SN ‘ ' -
Service . 21,000 14,000 14,000 14,000 25,200
Benchmark System . 14,000 7,000 7,000 7,000 14,000
iio,spo

147,000 163,800 203,000
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F ... . . " APPENDIXH
- CHATTOOGA RIVER
[!‘ -REv::rec:‘fion Develapment- qur{
i Existing " Facilities Ngu; Riverl .
! |
:L o - o - h?:.::’: ‘ . . Capacity - - _
‘ Area | State| River| . Type “paOT! Operator-
ir Cliffside. loke | NC | 9 | Picnic— Swim | =~ 65 | USFS..
i Von Hook Glaede | NC | ¢ | Comping . . - 95 USFS
; Chattooga . | SC | "2 | Pinic = 75 .| usFs
_ " | Burrell’s Ford 5C 0| ‘C'qmp'lng N 45 - | USFS
‘. | cherry Hill - S5C | 4 | Comping-Picnic | 100 | USFS
i Toxaway sc| 8| Pienic - | 20. | usks
' Warworman _DeH | Ga 10 [ Comping - Picnic 1. 70 | USFS
Rabyn Beach ' Ga | 18- Camping - Picnic -| 355, 1 USFS
_ _ - : Swim : g e ) '_ : )
Black Rock State | Ga | 12 | Camping -l(_'.'dbin's 300 | State of Ga
Park - o . S ‘ o e -
Qconee State Park| SC | 7 | Camplng = |. 700 - | State of SC
Betty's Creek Ga 16 Cu@ping—Cuhin; ' - 1 Private -
-Rain'y‘. Mountain | Ga | 5 | Comping T . 150 . Boy Scouts of -
oL A : - s .| America
Arrowhead - Ga | 16 Camping ;.- ._1 200. . | Private — KOA .

: ‘._P'eaplo ot one time
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~ Potential  Recreation Development Plan

APPENDIX I

“CHATTOOGA RIVER

Su’mmn;y :

183

AType:.p'f Deve!o'i.umeﬁt ~ Proposed
_ _‘53 T | 2 R S
g9 B -2 - - =
“3}% - o -g'n."g,,.:( .g 8 -
River Mile g5 $5 33|58 3 B §
and Location ] State = | o R = @
53.6 Silver Slipper Folls | Scenic | N € | 047 X |
'51.5 Grimshaws Scenic N C ' : X ’ i
48.9 Manroe House ' Scenic | N C o . §
460 Bl Pen wid | nc | Y] x X -
42:5 East Fork Wild sc | | X
© 40.3 Burrells Ford - wid | 5C X X X
" 29.1 West Fork Rec S C C X X .
25.6 | Wild Ga B e Y (.
25.4 Big Shoals wild Ga | N S X
25.3 Piney Knob wild s ¢ PR I X
241 wild | Ga SR O B 1
22.4 Earls Ford wid | Ga X X | 05
“Wild 5 C y | X 0.2
28 L wild- [ s c N S
- 196.Dicks Creek  [wid [ Ga | {7} v | .| o8]
19.1 Sandy Ford ‘Wild | Ga 10| X x| 0.2
185 Nq._r"row:' ) wild  Ga ' - R
182 “wild | Ga 1 .
1163 Buckeye Branch wild " | Ga . 1 x
15.5 Licklog | Wild | Ge X X | o3|
" 14.7 Rhile Bend ‘wild s C. | X
10.8 Bull Sluice . wild Ga X
102 ‘ A Wild Ga 1. -
10.0 Highway 76 = | Wild Ga X
E o wild 5C X X |
. Continued




Continved

Type of Development ~ Proposed

4§  River Mile
' ! y - ond Location

Proposed
Clussification
Access Road
Miles
Parking Lot
Cars
Portage
Each
Launch Site
Trail -
Miles
Campsile

State

——

i "+ 8.2 Suttan Hole o - Wild 5 C
B 8.1 Woodall Sheals | wid [.sc |- [-x | | x| os].
i S A wild | s ¢ I P , A
' 7ACH Creek . - | wid e | | | | 1 ox
68 - | wid | Ga 1 0 v o
&4 | wad e | 1
5.9 : wid | s¢ B

5.4 Compz Creck Wild ‘ Ga : 1 x . X
50 | wid | Ga B S A

4.9 _ " | wid | Ga , 1
47Sockum DogHole - | wid | SC | - | 1

" 3.9 Wast Fork _ Rec | Ga 1 ox O x
: Chativoga o - _ .

Y Outside Propossd Boundasy . -

V64




APPENDIX J

 CHATTQOGA RIVER
Recreation Development Plan
Hiking Trail Construction

" River Trails

- South Carolina . . . . - 15.4 Mi. .
North Carqlina S o 12,0 Mi. -
Georgia o .. 26,6 Mi,

: . o : - - 54,0

First 5 Years Trail Construdtiqn

7 Mi./Year @ $5,000/Mi. = $35,000

After First‘S Yéars

19 Mi. River Trails

T
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APPENDIX K

R CHATTOOGA RIVER
P;‘ o Recreuhoﬂ Devalopmem Plan
; (_:omplementury VCumpgrounds ~Near River
N
B o | Miles Capaeity Planried
i* Campground Steste | River] PAOT Status Opening  |Operater
| C[f{t - L - - - ey ‘ ’ o i
i ;'[:‘ ’-[ Pigpen Branch 1 8C 0.5 35073 Planned 1977 - U§F5
‘3l “msr ~| Cobb Bridge 5Ci| 1. 300 | Pionned 1979 USFS,
| l (hbys | Brasitown Falls sC g 250 Planned - 1980 USFS -
, hég=st =) Cherry Hill Expansion® | SC |33 125 Planned 1983 UsEs
L ! ““ﬁ“ ~ | ‘Narrows of Chcmgu : SC 6 250 Planned 1784 USFs -
ff “eae 7| Riley Moore Falls£/g | SCI| .9 75 | Planned 1986 USFS
‘Ila PP " - .
"f it i ) AWorodull Bridge SCi| 5 75 | Planned 1987 USFS
]‘ Guflogn | Fowlers Lake:s: Chares | SC{ 2 500 | Planned. 1992 USFS
ol L, » . ]
i o .| Brasstown Creek scll 6 250.. | Planned 1994 USFS
: i . 7 - | Hedden Creek ng 4 250 | Proposed | - 1980 - USFS
il
ks
i
1.
i
i
it
134
1l
|
1y
B
‘ g 16




© APPENDIX L

Prbposed'ﬁultiple Use Management Direction and Coordinating aeﬁuirementa.

© pollution. :

" If Congress appruvés Ehe.addifinu of the Chattooga Wild and Scemic River
_to the Hational System, multiple use planning and coordination guidelines

will be added to the Southemn Region Multiple Use Guide. These guide~
lines will establish management direction and coordinating requirements fot
all lands under Forest Service jurisdiction within the Chattooga Wild

. and Scenic River. Also, the guilde will provide a framework for the

development of meltfiple use plang on the Ranger Districts. Provision

- for inter-Forest and {nter~District preparation and review of multiple
_use guidelines will serve to insure full poordinatidn of action plans
.and programs within and adjacent to the Chattooga Wild and Scenic River.

' Basic Flanning  assumptions for long fange resource managemént anﬂ sup4

porting activities follow:

Rang

1. Woodland grazing of domestic liveatock will not be cumpatible.with
manapement objectives. - - - : : ‘ S
2. Saddle an& pack stock uvsg could result.in.soil:'démagé hn@ water

Recreation

1. Oppoftnﬁitieﬁ-for cdmpitiblé'tecréatioa uses featuring fluaiing,
hiking, primitive camping, fishing, snd hunting are oststanding. . -

2. Mainﬁaihing'the quality of these recreation experiences should

“‘gammand priority over meeting public demands.

Tinmber

1. The role'of-timher management will be to enhance the aeathetic,
watershed, and wildlife values by maintaining healthy stands of trees of

- all ages, sizgs,'and specles common to the area.

- 2. Compercial timber uses will not be compatible with managengnt ot
jectives. S : ' L . . -

-

Watershed

1. TIntensive protection and management of soil and water resources

. will be essential on sll lands within the Chattooga wild and Scenic River S

arca.
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2. Lands not under Forest Service jurisdiction in the Chattcoga
" River watersheé will pose a comstamt threat: to maintzining the flow and
- quality of water to meet aesthetic, recreation, and fishery objectives.

| Wildlife - -

- 1. Desirable levels éf_both large and small gsme will be m#inxninéd
for public hunting without large—scale habitat manipulation within the
river boundary. = - . . ' L .

2, In river sections where stocking is appropriate, stocklng of mub—
adult trout will be the most compstible way to maintain. a satisfactory
level of trout fishing opportunity. - o L. :

3. .Interest in all wildiife for nnn—hnntiﬁg pursuits like bird-.
watching and nature photography will increase. - ’

L.and Uses

.~ 1.. Ou lands under Forest Service jurisdiction, both within and ad~
" jacent to the river boundary, conflictiog uses will be termimated,

2. On lands not under Forest Service,jurisdihtinn,'posi:ive antiﬁns‘
" may be mecessary to eliminate or aveid conflicting uses.’ o

- Minerals _
1. Prospedting'and mining activiries will mot be compatible with '
management objectives. C : ’

Fire Control

... 1. TFire control planning wiil be designed :o<geet'th¢ degree of pfo-
. tection required for rescurce value class 6, (the highesrdegree of pro— .
tection provided on Rational Forests) on’all lands within the river boundary.

- 2. Use of  gome mechanized equipment 1ike traétpfvplovs in grounduconQ
- trol of forest fires is not compatible with management objectives.. ‘

" Forest Insect and Disease Control )

‘ 1. Cbordination_of-inééci and,diseasé control on all lands within and
- {mmediately adjacent to the river boundary will become an. increasingly
_impur:ant_manggemgnt_consi@eratian. _ Lo C o T

2. Extreme care In the selection znd application of control methods
‘will be essential to protect the river environment. o

168 - B
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Land OwnerlhiE_Agjpstment

1. Lands acquired 1n fee within the river boundary will be on a
willing buyer - willing seller basis.

2. Where title in fee is aot essential, necessary protectiou of the
" river may be achieved’ chrough scenic easements. .

'Transpnrtatinn Systems

1. Conflicting oY nOnwstandard transportatian facili:ies will be ;'=-
reuoved or brought te standard.

2. -Within the river boundary, additional OVErland transportacinn

- facuuies will be desigaed for foot eravel only.

The following gEneral coordinating requirementa ate eatabliahed to &iract
 the developuent of multiple use plana and to coordinate current action

plans and programs with river management objectives. To the exteut practt-ﬂ

gable ‘these coordinating reqni:emen:s shall apply to all 5=c:ions wi:hin
the river botundary. = e

1. ‘bn lands where. tiﬁle in fee is unﬂssentiai apply scenié easements
and other means of insuring harmony between activitlaa and develOpmenca,
and Forest Service management objecbives. ‘ .

2. Uae amicable procedures to acquire title in fes where pubiic owner
ahip is essential to meet wild and scenic tiver purposes.

3. Exclude ‘woodLand grazing. Regulated grazing may be desirable on
pastoral sectings in the upper reaches of the river. ‘ .

4; Exglude use of pack and gaddle stock within the boundaxy.

5. Direct recreatian uges toward flaating. hiking, fishing, hunting.

‘and primitive camping, except where tranaecting public roads permit driwing

for pleasure and related uses.

6. - Base recreation planning on saturatiaulevels for high quality
‘ recreation,experiences rather than on meeting public denmanda.

7. Restrict additional transportation facilities to foot trailu. De—
sign easantial trall bridges to harmonize with the natural,satting,

B. Elimiuate conflicting transportation faciliries.

9. Provide only essential primitive camping facilities.

. 10, Prohibit motorized equipment except that necesaary fcr managemcnn C

‘__uf :he area in Wild River aections. ‘
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1. Ccmserve or regtor sci&nti.fit:, h:l.ologic. geculogic, histoﬂ.c and
© other values.

1z, Exclude ail conflicting water—ralated structures mot essential to
‘W&SR objectives.

13; Maintain a natural shoreline excapt: Eor essential alterat:inns necessary
for safety. access, or scenic management- :

14. Hamonize and minimize boundary, infomticn, and directional '
gigning cnnsistent with public safety and need.

15. Construet portages around uacerfalls and other danger spntn in
) heeping with :he en\fimnment. : : .

16. Limit silvicultural treatments to those required to maintain )
'he.althy, vigorous etands of all ages and apecies common to the area t:hxt
_enhmca and compliment W&SR. objecc:l.vea. . , :

17, Special fishing regulationa are recommendad for the WaS Tiver
't:on:idor. ) B

. 18, I.imit mani.pula:im of wildlife and figh hahitats and populations
. to those required to maintain healthy balanced populations of specias
common to the area- :

19; Seek improved enforcement of huuting nnd fighing :egulatians and
control of free-'mnning dogs.

20 Emphasize the stocking of sub-adult trout in aectinns where stock—
ing is= apptopr:{.ate. . )

21. Emphaaize prevention of soil erosion and prompt restnratinn of disﬂ"
turbed or damaged areas in all activities, :mclnd:!.ng fire coutrol. -

22, Prahib:!.t prospecting and m:l.n:lng activities.

_ 23, Prohibit new. apecial uses other than thege esseatial to meeting
- rtver nanagqnen: objectives., . . :

2&. Termina:e nonflicting, existing land ‘uses and restore use areas to
‘2 natural condi{tion. : '

.. 25. Establish "seen area® 'managément units in District multiple use
plans for apprepriate National Forest lands outeide the W&SR to maintain
and enhance ﬁcenic views from vantage poiots within the corridor. ,

'26. Locate essential developed recreation sites outside the w&s River

boundary sufficiently distant from the river to avold cuncentrationa of use
and overcrowding of sections.
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27. Proh:lbil: unplmed notnri:ad vahiclu access to the r:!.ver bmdaxy.
-28. Prmride smell parking lots at h:lking trail ace.asa paim:u. '

29. Strictly adhara to Federal an:l State water. quality nt:andarda in: all
activitias wil:hin the Cha.l:tnosa R:lve.r wa:ershed. ’ ) _

30. Restore erosion prohlem area.l and prevent erosion in all activitiea
in the Char.tooga River watershed. : .

e
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. EXECUTIVE GECRECT, 5

' December 7, 1971

The Nonorable Earl L. Butz _ - o o .
Secretary . o ' T

‘Y. S. Department of Agrlculture

14tk Street & Independence Avenue, S, W.
Washington, D. C. 20250

Dear Mr. Butz:'

At your aﬂeacy s requEat I have rev1ewed the Wild and Scanlc
szer Study on the Chattooga River. I urge prompt Congressional
action te include thls river in the hatlona7 Wlld and Scenic Rlvers

;Lne Chattooga is Georgia's most outstandlnf cald water trout

its watershed is well suited for bear. turkey and other important -
wildlife species which reguire lerge remote acreage. National Forest

: e
G TS —

" lands along the river should bes furthﬂr consolidated and its predomi- -

nate elass:flcaticn should he as a wild viver and wmlderness avea.

.Bcals and managément plans must be compatlble with the river' 'S
wilderness charaeterlstlcs. Therexore I make the Followlng :

J—

. Section V. This.Scenic Section'should have no major man-made

' developments or large parking lots  immediately adjoining the river.

The topography where U. §. Route 76 crosses the river is very steep

-ané V-shaped. Only small parking lots for the temporary lcading -and

unlaadlng of small float craft and handicapped people should be per-

.mitted. Other larger developed areas should be set back at least
. one- fourth mile from the river. ' : o

“Seetion ITY and VIII. These Recreztion SGCtlonS should be -
generally upgraded to Scenic Class by purchasing the private 1nholdln"s
with lifetime estates reserved if necessary. Only relatively small

clustered and low-density recreational developments should be alloved
" to occur in these Sectlons.

Overnizht accomdaclons and ;nteq51ve development should occur in
‘and pear the trade centers in the region, such as Clayton and Dlllard
‘Georgia. There, Lhey are close enouﬂh to the "1ver to provide

L8
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Honorable Earl L, Butz
. December 7, 1971

Page 2 L

4 . overnight accomdations for users of the river, yet they are far eriough
away to avoid degradation of the river's wild character and excellent -
"water quality. T _ . o

£}
-

Asjthe'chaftooga River is an important water éupply for down-
- piver urban centers, the controls of the 1899 Refuse Act should apply.

Any mining or other activity which would degrade this river should be
. prohibited. ) ' - ’

- The plaﬁ should conserve 30,000 to 50;000 acres in a combined
wild river and wilderness area rather than just- 15,143 acres.

PO S Sincerely,”

AL, < :'3:_,%

T A e,
: Jimmﬁfﬁgrter S

ce: Georgia Congressional Delegation

JC/mm
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Mr, Edward . Cliff, Chief.’
United States Forest Service
Department of Agriculture
South. Bullding . i
12fh and Independence’ Avenue
Wasghington, D. ©. 20250

¥

_ Dear Mr. Gliff:

- The study of" the Chattooga River to deter*mme its status for a
thd and Scenic.River designation in accordance with Public Law 90-542
" has been completed and is ready for submission to the Congress and the
President, I understand that the recommendations which-are being made
as a result of this study are favorable and that this white piver meets all
the necessar'-y quanﬁcatmns for destgnahm as a Wild and Scenic River'-.

_ The South Carohna leglsla.mr*e has endorsed a r‘*esolutm"a recorm-
mending to Congress and the President that the report receive favorable
 consideration, I'wish to add my recommendation, because I believe that
" the river should be permanentiy preserved in its natural state for the
enjoyment of the people of South Camhna as weﬂ as from othetﬁ ar-eas )
: throughaut the countr'y I T : o e Coe
' I urge you tc: axart every effort in order to obtain a wﬂd and :
" scenic status for the Cha“tooga River i accor‘dancre with the V\fﬂd and
_‘-Scemc River Act enacted by Congr‘ess. ‘ :

S T .o L - John G, West - a

JCWiKP

CC: . Mr.J. W, Orr I R L

: T Mrel Clair P Guess, Jr., ' ‘ . : '
The Honomable Jame., M Wadded Jr.

- 11 P ) p— -




FOREST SERVICE

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
: GOVERNOR'S OFFICE . _ .
' RALEIGH. avysoz L .

d RoBERT W.ScoTT . © o S _Jenuary 2%, 1972 -
. GAVERMOR ’ : : .

Mr, T. K. Cowden
_ Assistant Secretary , _ :
Department of Agriculture | S -
Washington, D, C. 20250 S : '

Dear Secretary Cowden:

This is in response %o your letter of July 28, 1971, concerning
the Chattooga River and enclosing your propesed report on the proposal
to include it in the National Wild and Scani¢ Rivers System. Tou
asked for my comments on behalf of the State of North Carolimas

. The State of North Carolina concurs in your recommendations, and
urges that the Chattooga River he included in the System by law at the
- earliest possible date. 'As you know, the North Carolina General Assembly
in 197) passed a vesolubion endorsing the inclusion of the Chattooga River
in the National Wild and Scemic Rivers System,

©.  Bection & (b) of the Wild and Scenic Rivers. Act provides that a river
- may not be added to the System until after the next full session of the
State legislatures which begin following the submission of a recommendation
to the President. Since the North Carolina General Assembly has already
endorsed the Chattooga River proposal, and since its next session;w%l; no?
end until mid 1973, I request that your recomendation include waiving this
 provision of the act, in order that Congress may.act on the propesal during
. thig session. B - - C : .= —

The opportunity to comment is appreciated. -

Cor 'ally;_-

»

Robert W. Scot

. ce: -Congressman Rby'ﬂu Taylor co "

| S Secretary Charles W. Bradshaw .

i ‘ Mr. BEd Potts, N, C. National Park, Parkway, e
! ' & Foresis DeytlQPhcnt Commission : ' ponEsT SErat
‘ ' ' RECEIVIU

FEB- 11972
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United States Department of the Interior
B " OFFIGE OF THE SECRETARY
. WASHINGTON, D.C. 20240

DEC2 % T

Dear Mr. Secretary: =

. This is in reply to Assistant Sédretary T. K. Cowden's letter of

July 28, 1971, requesting outr review and comment on the proposed
Chattooga Wild and Scenic River Study and a request from the

- Forest Service on August 6, 1971, that the environmental impact

statement be similarly reviewed pursuant to the National Environ-

‘mental Policy Act .of 196%. Our comments have been timed to 'be

included jointly in this. response.

The study report.concludes_thét a 57-mile segment of the_chattooga-

" River, including a portiom of the Wegt Fork and the adjacent lands:
" meets the eriteria for inclusion in the National Wild and Scenic

Rivers System and recommends that it be so designated by Act
of Congress. ' . ' ' a

Ihe_ﬁfoposaf ig structured rto protect apnd enhance ;Ee free-flowing
~ river and its lumediate environment for the benefit and enjoyment
-of present and future gensrations as a unit of the Katiecnal Wild

and Scenic Rivers System. Administration of the uanit would be by
the U. S. Forest Service as part of the National Forest System.

We are pleased to support that objective. The immwediate and’
probable fubture environmental® effects of the action were consider~

~ ed in reaching this judgment. .

Our environmental review includes a number of comments and sugges-

. tions for the purpose of aiding the Forest Service in development

of a final enviroamental impact statement. The excellence of their.

- project report assisted substentially in review of the proposed

action; however, the enviroamental impact statement - itself was

' considerably less valuable. The comments which follow focus on

this more tachnical aspect of review rather than upon any substan~

' tive comcern for major eavirommental conflict.

The Overall Impact Statement

Time permitting, we believe the final environmental statement for
Chattooga should be developed to stand on Its own merits in assembly
of all pertinent envirommeatal factors related to the project
decision. In any event, with future cases, it would assist this
Departwent -materially for such statements of environmental impact

to be provided as complete and independent documents that ssparate

.
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 environmental matters from other items of project justification.
Attachmeat of the completed project proposal to amp;ify,any.other
‘related matters 1s also essentia}. e R LT '

Area Description - -

In this section rthe Chattooga statement should -provide a fuil and
explicit understanding of the project nature, scope and net expected
environmental results. . This should be sufficient in derail te permit
‘4n overview assessment of the action.. -Many elements of regional

" description and impact, character of the lands, ownership patterns,
affected resources, anticipated.use-impacts, and similar items bad
to be searched out of the report individually to understand the
environmental complex involved. ‘A map, with the ‘summary description
and impacts related to it, would be very.useful. The present report
map does nob agree with this report, incidentally, on the matter of
road access points to the river. " :

Key major beneficial and adverse impacts should be summarized con-
cisely in this section. One-of the most significant environmental
impacts of the proposal was omitted entirely from the statement;
namely, adding to natiomal inventory a permanently protected resource
“for white water canceing, the only ome of its kind in the southeastern
United States under any serious consideration for Wild River status.
The relatively insignificant impact expected on timber resources was
not included, & key result sometimes publicly questioned in wilderness
?" . ‘proposals. It should be wentioned also that this area is ‘proposed for

- Federal administration. . ; ' ‘ -

Probable Environmental Imgact

The impact of future facility development should be explicitly suumar-.
ized. No feel is given the reader for the present and projected impact
. " - of visitatlono oun the area itself, the wildlife resources, or on the

" gurrounding region. The summarized net affect of tha project on
regional hydro-power output is ralevant. and omitted, as is the effect
of Wild River designation on private land owners. The impact of taking -
over B,000 acres out oflcurreut'ﬁge iz not assessad for net affacts on
resources or the economy. The favorable effects of protection for rare
and upcoumon plant and animal species should be brought ouk. The non-
consumptive values of wildlife preserved and made accessable are
another favorable effect omitted. ' - ‘ -

i . . Some conflict exists between maintaining the existing forest cover im
o ~ _its present river environment and the intenticn ta manage the forest .
 for increased game habitat. Such effects need clarification and the, -
conflict explained. The extent and nature of managemeat plans to '
- .. achieve an objective of maintaining the existing viver enviroament.
‘need to be specified. How much cutting is to be involved? How much
development? What else is iavolved? Discussion of the gssential

2 o
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i ‘ a gactors of the “benchmark'system” proposédrﬁeéms desirable also,
' ~  ‘This item is not even explained ¢learly in the basic report,

" Unavoidable Adverse Effects '

, The unavoidable adverse project effects are outlined in generali-
¥ . ties. Needed is some dimension of their impact projected to
. anticipated levels‘qf'recreacional vigitation. .

Altermatives

' . plvernatives comsidered in the statement are sketchy. In termg
. of their cost on the environment, no relative magnitudes of
differences are provided. The report discusses the FPC alterna-
tive of partial designation but the impact statement is silent oo
the severe adverse effects anticipated for this alternative.

ShortQtem Uses vs. Long-Term Productivity

" No. statement -is made on this important subject, yetrit is a required
item under the Council on Environmental Quality's Guidelines, C

In summary, we support the propesal, although we consider the impact
- gratement itself to be weak. Evaluation was possible due only to
. the excellent character of the basic repert. We appreciate the .
- . opportunity of commenting upon this statement and hope our suggestions
~ will be helpful in preparing a complete final Environmental Impact '

- Statement. ‘ .

m,ﬁ?'ﬂﬁ.’.staﬁt&;ecretat‘y of the finterior

- Since

' Homorable Earl L. Butz o R o -
" . Secretary of Agriculture - S B
" Washington, D. C. 20250
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-DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF FNGINFERS
WASHINGTON, D.C, 20314

IN REFLY REFER TO : o L

DAEN-CWE-V 21 October 1971 - ¢

'ﬁonorable-clifford M. Hardin
Secretary of Agriculture
Washington, D. €. 20250

_Dear Mr. Secretary: . - o

Assistant Secretary Cowden's 28 July 1971 letter ro Secretary: rroehlke
requested the views of the Department of the Army concerning your
proposed report and accompanying environmental statement on the

- Chattooga River; Georgis, North Carclina and South Carolina pursuant
to requirements of Section & (b) of Public Law 90-342. The Chief of

. “Engineers has been requested by the Secretary to provide comments of
the Department of the Army in this matter. - o C

Since 1967 the Coxps. of Engineers and the Department of tha Army have
supported the concepts of a National System of Wild and Scenic Rivers
which would retain outstanding stream reaches in their natural or near
natural environment. We are pleased to Support your conclusion that
. the Chattooga qualifies and your proposed recommendation that this
- stream, from its headwaters to Tugaloo Laka, incloding its West Fork,
ba included in the National System. We do, however, have several
coneerng regarding your proposed report and environmental statement,
" and offer the following comments in hopes that they will assist in -
perfecting -these dacumencs:‘ ' o ' -

~}+— Ragulating public use of this fragile area to.a maximum of
139 thousand annual visitors appears highly desirable but perhaps
infeasible in view of recent experience at all types and administra-
tive levels of public recreation areas. For example, our lake Sidnmey
. Lanier, as mentioned in the report, accommodated over 11 million visitors .
- . ip 1970. The resources and facilities of this project are sorely over--
- - . taxed, as are those of many other recreation areas administered by the
: Corps, the Narional Park Service, the several states and undoubtedly -
‘the Forest Service.. Estimates of management costs which ignore demands’
— ~ for access to publie resources are probably inadequate. c

7y,
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DAEN-CWE-Y - .+ 21 October 1971

.Honorable Clifford H,iﬂardin

2, The jnereased costs of €igh stocking necéssaryfto*fealize_the
potential benefits should be reflected as & patt of the annual cost of

" the proposal.

5. Analysis of Abpendix C, prepaied by the Résources Advisory -

:-Board, indicates a net benefit from river development for hydroelectric
power of about ona-half million dollars annually under 1960 conditiems.

Appendix D, an anzlysis of hydroelectric power needs and potentials

 under 1969 or 1970 conditions, is not identified as to sourée. We pre—.':
‘sume, however, that this 1s the 8 December 1969 report of the Federal

Power Commission. At any rate, this document indicates that because of -
rapidly burgeoning needs for power in the Southeast, all hydro projects
curraatly under construection, apthorized or being.considered,Aincluding‘
those in the Chattooga Basin, could be utilized by 1990. The net annual
value of power For the Chattooga Basin projects varies from $8.7 to

$9.8 million, depending on the particular features of the plan. In order

. that the Congress may have a complete picture of the values involved

before it takes. any action on this proposal, we believe that this
information should be clearly set forth in your report.

4. Oux review of Appendix D reveals that partial'developmant of the
Chattooga may be cowpatible with designation of 2 significant'poztion-of

the river as a component.of the Wild River System. Therefore, it would * -
- appear appropriate that both the report and environmental statement

describe such an alternative, rather than speaking only to an all-or-
nothing coucept of development or preservation. ' o

. '5, Your proposed feport-np;es that the Secretary of the Interior, N
in his intervention in the Keowee-Toxaway case, supported development of
the authorized Trotters Shoals project as the mext stap in the compre-~

,hensive'development'of'the Savannah River Basin, The Secretary also

recognized the Congressionally-approved powaer projects on. the Chattooga

. ‘as the mext step in the comprehensive plan after Trotters Shoals.. While

developmgnt;of'the Chattooga River may eventually become necessary, we .
believe that the highest .and best use of the rescurces at this time is
jnclusion of the stream in the -National Wild and Scenic Rivers System. —
Consequently, the Corps of Engineers would support legislation O '
accomplish this purpose_and te modify the approved plan. for developmant

" of the Savammah River Basin to delete the four prajects on the Chattooga -

"Riwver.,.

Sincerely yours, -

LU : R LLIAHL.BARNE.&/"
" Colonel, Corps of Engineers
.. Exacutive Director o£‘Civil Works
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 Dear Mr. Secrétary:

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
WasHinGTON, DLC. 20428 ] Lo .
.. . . IN REPLY REFEN TPI‘

0T 13519y

Honorable Clifford M. Hardin

‘Secretary of Agriculture
Washington, D. C. - 20250

. This is in reply to Assistant Secretary Cowden's letter of July 28,
1971, transmitting for the Commission's comments, pursuant to provisions
of the Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, PL 90-542, the'proposed report of your
Department on the Chattooga River, Enclosed with the letter was a draft
envirommental statement.relating to the recommended action. : o

~ The proposed report recommends that the Chattooga River from Tugaloo
Lake 49.6 miles upstream to a point near Cashiers, North Carolina, and 7.3
miles of the West Fork of the Chattooga River, be designated as a unit of
the national wild and scenic rivers system. The river corridor would
include 15,143 acres of land in Georgia, North Carolina, and South
Carolina, of which nearly one-half are within national forests. The

‘Chattocga River is cne of the 27 rivers named for study by PL 90-542,

" The Commission staff has cooperated with your Department in the -,
studies of the Chattooga River and has furnished information on the hydro-
electric power potential of the Tiver reaches under consideration. This
information is included and discussed in the Teport in accordance with
the provisions of Section 4(a) of PL 90-542.

- Several-previous. studies have been made of the hydroelectric power
potential of the Chattooga River, including those of the Corps of Engineers
and the U. §. Study Commission, Southeast River Basins. The 1963 report of
the Study Commission proposed the installatidn of 366,000 kilowatts of

- eonventional hydroelectricvcapacity at four sites on the river.

Studies by the Federal Power Commission staff show that, by construect-
ing larger dams 4t two sites’ on the lower reaches of the river and by

. installing conventional and reversible capacity at these dams, installations.

totaling about 1,300,000 kilowatts would be possible. Included would be.

" the Opossum Creek development at the head of the existing Tugaloo Lake,

181
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- Honorable Clifford M, Hardin . -2 .

crmbined with an upstream development at either the Rogues Ford or Sand -

Boviem site. Preliminacy stndies by the scaff indiwate zhat development
.'of thig potential puowszr would be economically justrtied with Federal

- financing but of marg;nal economic justification with private f}n*nc1ngr
In addition to power, the proposed projects could provide Tecreation and
possivly other benefits. These projects would rnunddtr approximately -
one-half of the river reach proposed for ineclusion in the national wild
aznd scenic rivers system, leaving the upstream portion of the river 1n
its free-flowing state, : _ . :

-

‘The staff studies also 1dent1f1&d a potentlal pure-pumped storage
development at the Cashiers site in the upper reaches of the river. The
possible installation would range from 550,000 to-as much as 1,000,000 .
‘kiiowatts. Although the upper pool of this development would be out51de_
the Chattooga River basin, the lower poel would inundate a short section
of the upper reach of the Chattooga River. This afterbay pool. could be
Operdtﬁd so that the—reglmen of natural river flows would not be changed

, The staff pOlntS out that the proposed report of your Departmant and
: the accompanying draft environmental statement considered only two alter-
natives -to the wild and scenic river pioposal -- maintain the status quo
cr campletely develop the Tiver for hydroelectric power production. As
Adndicated above, a further alternative would be the development of the
lower half of the river reach for power and other purposes, and designa-
tion of the upper portion of the river as a unit of the national wild

and scenic rivers system. Under such an alternative, the potential
Cashiers pumped storage development could be eTlmlnated

, The Comm15510n Tecognizes.the deszrab111ty of preserv1ng certa1n L
river reaches in their free-flowing state. It is acutely aware, also, of
the growing demands' for electric power in the Southeast and the need to
plan for the construction of various types of generating:capacity, includ-
. ing hydroelectric capacity, to meet the future power demands. As contem-
. plated in PL 90-542, the decision to include a river reach in the’
_national wild and scenic rivers system should be made having regard for:
the potential uses of the land and water whlch would be enhanced, fare~
closed, or curtaxled by such 1nc1u31on.

. Based on its cons:deratlon of the pr0p05ed report of your Department
‘and the studies of its own staff, the Commission concludes that the
Chattooga River has a substantial hydroelectric power potential that
shouid be fully considered in deciding whether or not to include the

Prlver in the national wild and scenic rivers system. The possibility
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Honorable Clifford M. Hardin - . = 3 « . 5

of developmg power in part of the river- and prese‘mrlng the rema:.m:ler in
a free-flomng state :hould be given further consideration.

r

Other than the views ex.pressed in the forego:.ng, the Commxssmn has
no comments on the draft envirommental statement. o

S:.ncerel)f, _

i . . § John N.. Nass;.kas _ C

o
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION. AND WELFARE 5_
' ‘ OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY T '

WASHINGTON, O.C. 20201

Homerahle T. K. Cowden . _
Assistant Secretary of Agriculturc
Washingtom, D.C. 20250

.

-~ Pear Mr. Cowden:

Secretary Richardson has asked me to reply to your letter of July 28
requesting cowments concerning the report aid accompanying draft
ervironmental statement on the propesal te place a portion of the
Chattooga River in the Natiomal Wild and Scenic Rivers System. The
~ opportunity to review and somment upon the proposal is appreciated.
_ Accordingly, we wish to offer the foliowing comments for your
consideracrion. ' T :

 Tm reviewing the report aund the environmental statement, we are
"pleased to note that serious thought has been given to the poteatial
problem of ovaruse of the ares, and that recreational use will be
‘limited, if necessary, to the carvvinp capacity of The area. We also
note that primitive campgrounds will le developed at strategic points
aleug . the trail system and wiil bz accessible from the river. - These
campgrouads, with minimum sanitary facilities, should help alleviate
the, problam of indiscriminats camping aiong the river banks which

" can 1lead to a deteriovation of the recreational environment and an
increase in health tazards. -

In providing sanitary faciltities for thes2 campplounds, Care must

be czmercised to provide a water. supply fully protezted from’
ecntamingtion and waste dispesal facilivies which #ill not contribute
t5 auviroamental detcrioratisn.or lead to publi: healih hazards. The
puidelines cootaived i Publis Health Servier Publicacion No. 1195,
Tepvireaacntal Health Tractiess in Recrearional Arcas,"” can be of
acsiztence in this respect. We will be glzd to provide technical
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Aassistance and consultatlau to ynur Department on the planning and
developmenc of these facilities if raquested.

» . We appreciate the 0pportunity to present the views uf out Department
coucernzng ‘this prnposal. .

Sincerely yours,

» " Merlia K, DuVal, M.D.
' ‘ Assistant Secretary for’ L
. Health and Scientific Affairs

" En¢losure
I’HS Publication No. 1195

Ean iy
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" ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
- WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

8 ST :;_A- . N W S | ommeorme

8 . ' . . ) : hov, 3 19_?1 . : o - 'Anum:?;.\?:l
1. ; o Lo ' . FOREST SERVIGE - _

7 P . S S S : EIVED

HE . " .Honorakle Clifford M. Hardino ';iic 3

. - Saceretary of Agriculture : T '\.0\ "10197 )
v - - Washington, D. C., 20250 . © aavEeturn MEUT.

. .Dear Mr. Secretary:

We have reviewed the Chattooga River Wild and Scemie River Study
.Report including the environmental impact statement -and support fully.
the recommendation that 57 miles of the Chattooga be designated as a’
wnit of the National Wild and Scenic River Systom. The study presents

© a strong case of supporting preservation while balancing those positive
aspects with an adeguate statement of -the alternatives. -Formal desig-- - .
nation of the Chattooga and its administration by the Forest Serviece
will help assure its continued existence as a prime example 6f an
tnspoiled and free-flowing mountain stream. oo

§

The assessment of the actisns necessary to acquire and protect

the area is thoughtful and carefully conceived and should result i
a viablé program of implementation. We can only add that protection
of the area's high qualfity waters must be = paramount comcern and
should be accomplished during the early phases of . the program. This
Agancy's expertise is, of course, available to the Forest Service in
this regard. In addition, we urge that os wmuch of the area outside
the naticnal forests as possible be secured to the stated purposes

. by outright purchase or perpetial easements so that the chanee of
detrimental development is minimized. The official comments of cur
Atlanta Regiounal Office have been transmitted te the Regional Forester
in Atlafita, These comments support both cfficial designation and the
statements in the environmental impact statement. . S

~ Onee again;'ﬁé'are'most happy to-suppdrc the éﬁﬁdy recommendations
a8 well as the environmental impact statement and trust that you will - -
not hesitate to call upon this Agency should any questions arise. :
_ "'Sincerely'yours, _
- " William D. Ruckelshaus -~ : e
S .. Administrator o ' -
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5*‘1‘{; x5 DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
kY Lﬁm I PEACHTREE SEVENTH BUILDING, ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30323 _ .
Brere W ' Room 645 ' _
... REGION IV - , o ‘ S . October 18,” 1971
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gyl by Y
+
-

Mr. T. W‘ cowden )

“Assistant Secretary .

pepartment of Agriculture = : _ .
Washington, D.C. 20250 "~ _ ) T e e

ABREAN

Deaf-}{r.-CUﬁden.:'-_';-,-‘ . R S _ LT Ee
. We have_'reviewéd_ the’ copy“of you; 'Depattmlén{;'s proposed report
‘o the Chattoopa'River and the drafr environmental statement

: relative to the propesal to include a segment of the Chattooga
: T River in the National Wild eud Scenic Rivers System. Co

M,

The Department of Housing and Urban Development heartily en- .

dorses this proposal as a positive step to preserve badly needed.

‘open-space 4areas Lo serve the recreation needs of the present .
and future population in the Southeast.

‘The DHUD has recently decentralized its operations. In view of
this, would you please send future refercals of this natuze to
the appropriate HUD Regional Office. We believe it would speed
up the processing and review procedures. St

i . : B ~ Sincerely yours

i tanh

] 4..-;)
eo}J. Zub N
" Acting Assistagt. gional
* Administrator™ -
T ‘ C ' S S S annmt‘.ﬂ
| S . . ogrz2wn

- ] ‘ T 127




g ENV[Pu:.:. NTAL PROTECTION AGERCY T

S ," St Suite =00, 1221 Peachiree Street, NE =~ S .

o /;i,_..____‘..___l___,‘____-__.-._-_---—«- Atlanta,’ Georgia 30309 °° _'_._‘____,,,__:,_..‘ N
: . : e October 4 1971 ' 1 |

o Mr. 1. A, Schlapier " . --' . ©L .
Repional-Forester S e S o

_-Forest Scrvice T SRR .

‘Southern Region . ‘ . R . .' B T

Room 8006 : o ) S o _

- 73720 Peachtrec Road - | e )

'-Atlanta., 'Georgia., 3030_".'7 _ Ce, : _ :

P e e e ema .
. - . . -

Dea.er.Scha-pfer“ - . .o S e
We are in agreement with the Forest Service Draft Envxronn'xem.a.l Irnpact
. Staterment and their Wild and Scenic River Study Report that the best way
to preserve the ccology and natural beauty of the Chattooga River is to
classify ané preserve il as a Scenic River, Itis also the most practical
"way of maintaining and preserving its present excellent water quality and
t.he natural {frec f],ow:.ng, trout atrcamq found wx"l'nn its reaches,

The. constructmn of the dams proposcd in the develo;:ment of the river for
power would devrade \\ratcr quality values throucrhout the river system.

W:Lh regard to water quahty under Sectmn 102{2)((:) of PL 91-190, the: -
Environrnental Protectmn Agency reconmmends that the follow‘:.ng be ‘
. mcluded .

1. The Environm ental Impact « Classifying and preserving the Chattooga
. ‘as a Scenic River is the only sure way of preserving the ecology, the
. patural beauty and excellent water quahty of thls free flowing stream as. _
' itnowex:.sts.'-. T : a I

The construction of the dams for the development of pawer would raise
.. water temperatures, change predominant fish species, inundate and destroy
' Tare specws of plants and generally deﬂrade water qua.hty va.lue:s in the
river system.. . _ .

_ r A&verse Environmental Effects - The adverse environmental effects would
.;—9 ‘be those cxperienced by complete development of the river for hydraclectnc '
power, If no action is taken to preserve the Chattooga as a Scemc River,

-

*
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" there w111 be a gradual bu11dup of the waterslled wi th hunting and £:sh1ng
- camps and sumuner hornes with the accompanying pollution problems and
.a gradual degradation in water quality values. L
d
“The constructmn of the dams for power would be accompamed by high
¢ turbidity and silting during the construction period followed by a gradual
clearing as condihons hecame stabilized. However, overall weter quahty
values woullbe poorer than for-the {ree flowing streamwith higher watcr
ternpe:ra!,ures, a change in predomxnant fish spec:.es to those adapted Lo _
. reservoir environment, anaerobic conditions and low D.O. in the hypolimmion
of the rescrvoirs, and possibly scurn and algae on the surface depending
on the dcgree of development along the shores of the reservoirs and the
controls placed on the recreahonal and camp devclc‘.\pment w:.thlrrx' the water-
511cd . :

+
.

«

3, The Alternatives to the Proposed ‘Action ~ The alternatives are no-action,
the development of the Chattooga for power and classxfymu it as a qcemc _
River. - S . T . S .

With. rega.rd to these alterndhvcs, the preservatlon of wa.ter quality’ in u.he

Chattooga can best be- accompllshcd Ly pre.servmg the stream as a Scenic

River. ) oL .

4, The Relationship Between Locdl Short -Term Uscs of Man's Environment
‘and the Maintenance and Enhancement of Long-Term Productivity - The
benefits of converting the rivex system to use for power development chould
be weighed against its overall value to the public for future generations as .-
' 2 Wild and Scehic River. As areas of this type become more scarce, we
_beliave the preservation of the ecological and water quality values of such

an area to be enjoyed by future generanons is of extreme importancs,

5. Any Irreversible and Irretrievable Commitments of Resources Which
~Would Be Iuvolved in the Proposed Action Should It Be Implemented - Water

. quality values in the Chattooga River system as they now exist would e lost

for future generations along with the natural free £lowmg =trea.ms a.nd the :
natural beauty and ecolo#y of the area. _ o _ .

L

~ The prop...ua.l to mclude the Chattoocra. River in the Natisnal Wild and S-;cmc
River System does not invelve c]rm.\mv water; however, it does involve
“human contact recreation, Development of 2 scenic river system is aimed '
at preserving high guality water, and the Chattooga River proposal should.
_accomplish this goal, Several primary centact redéreation water quality.
¢ 4.  standards are listed on page 15 of the Study Report. It is our opinion that a
standard similar o the N, T.A.G. Water Quality Crztcria’ should be speccified
. ' . 4 ., ) . ) .

. ¢

I — g - —— it - - P B el
e e . R




mw AR ——— b T e -

so as to fully ‘prctcct‘the health of._the recreationist.
backgroungl--conditons cause this standard to be exceeded, primary . L
 contact recreation may have to be restricted; however, in this type of = .-

T ¢ ppe s G we R E——E L D L e i

: Wheﬁc\(cr natural

. " yiver that should seléom occur, o oo o s : S
If the Chatiooga River is included in the Wild and Scenic River System, some
_consideratioﬂ must be given to the disposal of solid waste that will be
‘generated by project jmitiation;otherwise, an adverse enviromnental 1
impact will probably exist for some time in the future. : ;
\' We would.appreciate receiving 2 dopy‘ of the final Environmental Impact :
\ Statement when it is completed, = A T ] .
<+~ ¢ If we can help you in any way, please call omus. o R
. ST R w2 .+ 7 - = Sincerely, :
. ' _é‘.:,_;;_. &'I/‘érjﬁw i
‘ J&ck E. Ravan . i
. . Regionzl Administrator
. ® ' - ‘R f
. ’ ' . 1 .
. T L
~ - 3
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.‘ . DEPARTMENT OFTRANSPORTAT¥ON MAILING ADDRESS
UNITED STATES COAST GUARD - f;;;g;:::;’:::ﬁjﬁ’
| L s fﬁ?"ﬁ%-i"iﬁ?
N 4 UCT 1971

*Mr. T. K. Cowden

Assistant Secretary o
" Department of Agr:.culture
Washington, D. €. . 20250

Dear Mr. Cowden:

~ This is in respouse to your letter of 28 July 1971 addressed to ‘Secretary

" Volpe comcerning the Department of Agriculture's proposed wild and scenic
river study Teport: and draft env;ronmental impact atatement- on the -

. Chattooga River. : - -

okt

- Both the report and impact statement have been reviewed by the concerned 7
operating administrations and staff of the Department of Transportation.
Ko comment is offered coacerning the drafr envirommental impact statemént.

The follow1ng is moted from the Federal nghway Admlnistration review of
the atudy TepoTt, :

“On Page 53, Paragraph 2, Chapter VII, the report states rthat the
State highway agencies (the Georgia State Highway Department, the
North Carcolina State Highway Commission, and the South Carolina
- State nghway Department) have no plans to construct additional
- - highways or expand exisring highways across the Chattooga River.
 Inasmuch as 3tate highway agencies generally plan proposed im-
provements only 5 years in advance, the starement is misleading
and should not be constiued to preclude the need to upgrade
bridges and related approach roadways within the recommended
river corridor at some future date, ..It is kpown, for instance,
that the South Carolina State Highway Department plans to widen
_ all bridges to 24 feer when fuuds are available, This would
“— include the 22«foot bridge on State Route 28, - L T

- On Page 169, Transportation Systems 1, Appendix L, the repart:
Jincludes the following basic planning assumption: “Conflieting
or nonstandard transportation facilities will be removed atr.
brought to standard.” . We should like to know the specific
intent of this guideline with regard to public highways. The
North Carolina State Highway Commission indicares that the two.
brldges in that State should remain cpan to the puhlic,

S O We suggest that the above-noted anoasxstencxes be resolved n



Tt ie requested that this Depaftment be advised concerning the épecifi;
intent of this guldeline with regard to public highways. - o

The Department’ of Transportation supports the proposal to preserve sactiogs
of the Chattooga River as a wild and scenic river and recommends that these
‘sections be added to tha system at as early a date as possible. We would
be pleased to receive a copy of the final environmental impact statement

. when it is prepared. .

* " The opportunity for the Deﬁartment to review and comment upon the draft
- statement and study report on the Chattooga River is appreciated,

Captain, U. S. Coast Guard
Acting Chief, Office of Marine
Environment and Systeme

193




,Awn_. T o
L e
A UNITED STATES WATER RL&:OUF{CES COUNCIL
H . SUITE 800 .°‘ 2120°'L STREET, N.W. WASH!NGTQN, D.C _20037 T-H—-ﬁ.

FEB3 o2

‘Honorable T, K. Cowden
As sistant Secretary

o Department of Agriculfure’
{. .  Washington, D, C, 20250
] o
L

?, " Dear Mr. Cowdeén: -

. Your letter of July 28, 1971, requested the Water Resources Council® .
cornments on your Department's proposed wild and scenic river study
report on the Chattooga River and on the accorpanying draft environ-
mental imnpact statement, The report proposes that .57 miles of the
|4 " Chattooga RiveT be mcmcled in the Natmna.l Wlld and Scenic vaers
System. : :

The Counml‘s rewew ha.s been under ta.ken from three aspects mth the -
following flndmgs' -

1. Report Coordination - The proposed report has been fully
coordinated with the completed and ongoing sLuches and plans of the
a.genc1es of the Council. —_— . y I o ; o

2. Effect of the Proposal on Potential Uses - The proposed r&POrt
~ adequately presents the enhancement, foreclosure or curtailment of
1  treasonable foresesable potential uses of the land and water resources. -
involved for three alternatives; {a) no action; {b) inclusion of the .. p—
. 57-mile segment in the National Wild and Scenic Rivers System;
“and (c) full developinent for hydroelectric power, However, alterna-
tives involving combinations of preservation, recreatlon and develop—
ment should ha.ve been more fully explored : :

3. Relationship qf the‘Praposal to Other Uses or Services -
If adopted, the proposal Would not preclude meeting the needs for
v . _ other essentlal uses or services such asg ut111ty and trans;mrtatmn

L Arout-es. . | I Zwmsﬁkvrcg

- . . .. - ) IR . . i RIT .
;- MEMBERS: SECHETARIES OF INTERIOA: AGRICULTURE- ARWY; HEALTH, EQUCATION AND WIELFARE; TRAH:&& un..ﬂ?!"T- . e
i CHAIAMASL, FEDIRAL POWER COWMMISEICH — ASSOCIATE MERIBERS. SCCHREVARIES OF COUMEACE: HOULING AND URBAN . .
H T QEVELOPMENT. ADMINISTRATOR, ENVIRONMENTAL FROTECTION AGLHLY - OASFAVERS DHTCTOR, OFFITE OF SANAGEMENT C
AND ‘BUDGET, ATTORMEY GEMIRAL: CHARNIEN = COUNCIL O CRVISONRIZNTAL QUALITY, RIVER . BATIN COMLNSSIONG -
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- ‘Evén though the report does not clearly identify az—_ul evaluate the _
alternative of partial hydroelectric development,. the Council condludea :

that, pursuant to the provisions of P. L, 90-542, the report presents
a strong case for the inclusion of 2 57-mile segment of the Chattooga -

- _River, Georgia, North Carolina and South Carolina in the National
" Wild and Scenic Rivers System; - S

Sincerely_ydui's,_ -
- Mo VA

W. Don Maughan ./ -
Direcror LT
194






	1971 Study pt 4-1
	1971 Study pt 4-2
	1971 Study pt 5-1
	1971 Study pt 5-2



